
IN RE:

BEFORE

THE PUBLIC SERVICECOMMISSIONOF

SOUTHCAROLINA

DOCKETNO. 2011-9-E - ORDERNO. 2011-366

MAY 24,2011

SouthCarolinaElectric& GasCompany's
IntegratedResourcePlan(IRP)

) ORDERHOLDING
) PETITIONTO
) INTERVENEIN
) ABEYANCE, GRANTING
) MOTION FORLEAVE TO
) FILE REPLY IN SUPPORT
) OFPETITIONTO
) INTERVENE,AND
) GRANTING
) PETITIONER'SREQUEST
) FORAN ALLOWABLE
) EX PARTEBRIEFING

This matter comesbefore the Public Service Commissionof South Carolina

("Commission")on aPetitionto Intervenefiled on April 15,2011,by the SouthCarolina

CoastalConservationLeague("CCL"), SouthernAlliance for CleanEnergy("SACE"),

andUpstateForever(collectively, "Petitioners")seekingto participatein SouthCarolina

Electric& GasCompany's("SCE&G") 2011IntegratedResourcePlan("IRP") Docket.

As intervenors,Petitionersstatethey would requestan evidentiaryhearing and/or an

allowableex partebriefing in responseto SCE&G's IRP briefing andparticipatein any

suchproceedingby providingrelevantinformationandcommentsbasedonexpertreview

of theIRP. OnApril 25,2011, SCE&GopposedPetitioners'requestto intervene,stating

theIRP briefing is not a proceedingthat would supportthis practice,sincethebriefing is

for informationalpurposesonly with no submissionof evidenceand consequentlyno
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action takenor determinationmade. Instead,SCE&G urgesthe Commissionto either

denytherequestor grantPetitionersanAllowableEx ParteBriefing.

Subsequentto the aboveexchange,on April 26, 2011,the Office of Regulatory

Staff ("ORS") submittedits supportof the Petition to Intervene,statingit believesthat

Petitioners'requestmeetsthestandardsestablishedby governingregulation26 S.C.Code

Ann. Regs.103-825(C)(3),amongotherauthority, by showing a tangible interestof its

membersthroughextensivecommentsfiled in theDocket. Accordingto ORS'sanalysis,

these commentsaddressspecific concernswith SCE&G's 2011 IRP and advocate

alternativesto the findingsSCE&G hassubmittedin supportof its pendingpresentation.

ORS concludesthat Petitionershaveallegedan interestand set forth groundsof their

requestthat state their position in the proceedingwhich meets the requirementsof

Regulation103-825(C)(3)andthereforesupportstheir standingto intervene.

Specifically, Petitioners' commentsraise concernsregardingthe provision of

reliable and economicenergy,allegefailure to presentand evaluatealternativesupply

and demand resource options, along with cost estimates,and further failure to

demonstratehow the selectedresourcemix allows it to meetits forecastrequirementsin

an economic and reliable manner. Petitioners also allege concernsregarding the

implicationsof SCE&G's high reservemarginandits treatmentof energyefficiency asa

load modifier rather than a resourceequivalentof supply-sideresources,which they

claim are likely to result in the underutilizationof this demand-sideresource. Last,

Petitionersassertthat SCE&G has failed to adequatelyevaluaterenewableresources,
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adequatelyaccountfor environmentalcompliancecosts,and adequatelyprovidedetail

concerningpotentialcoalunit retirements.

Following ORS's endorsementof their Petition, on April 27, 2011, Petitioners

renewedtheir request for either an evidentiary hearing or alternatively an ex parte

briefing in orderto havetheseconcernsheard. In conjunctionwith the renewedrequest,

a Motion for Leaveto File Reply in Supportof Petitionto Intervenewassubmitted.The

Motion in supportof the Petitionto Intervene,contraryto SCE&G'sposition,arguesthat

the IRP briefing is a proceedingwithin the meaning of the Commission'srules and

policies that would allow intervention,and for numerousreasonsPetitionersmeet the

interventionrequirements.

The IRPbriefing hadbeenscheduledfor andwasheldon thefollowing day,April

28, 2011, and the Commissionconsideredthe Petitioner's filings at its next public

meetingonMay 4, 2011.

Basedon the Commission'sconsiderationandresultingDirectiveof that date,we

find and hold the Petition to Intervenein abeyance,but grant Petitioner's Motion for

Leaveto File Reply in Supportof Petitionto Intervene,andgrantPetitioner'srequestfor

anAllowable Ex ParteBriefing. Consequently,the Commission'sClerk's Office shall

setadatefor this Ex ParteBriefing attheCommission'searliestconvenience.
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This Order shall remain in full force and effect until further order of the

Commission.

BY ORDEROF THE COMMISSION:

Jo_._H_ward, Chairman

ATTEST:

David A. Wn_-l_g_t,Vl"r_e C-hairr_an "
(SEAL)


